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2009-11 Budget Bill Statutory Language Drafting Request

Topic: Dam Inspection Requirement Changes

Tracking Code: 555 /E 3 9

SBO team: Agriculture, Environment and Justice

SBO analyst: Andrew Miner ﬁm l ;L/ ot / @g

e Phone: 266-1103
e Email: andrew.miner@wisconsin.gov

Agency acronym: DNR
Agency number: 370

Priority (Low, Medium, High): High

e Intent: Make the following changes to statutory requirements regarding
mandatory dam inspections. See attached sheet for language suggestions.
1. Establish language that identifies minimum mandatory inspection rates
according to high, significant and low hazard levels (details on attached sheet,
#1).
2. Modify definition of dams included in the mandatory inspection program so
that all large-state regulated dams are included, not just those in navigable
waters (#2 on attached sheet).

3. Modify the definition of a large dam as indicated by #3 on attached sheet.



Dam Safety — Statutory Options for Improving the Rate of Inspection

Chapter 31.19 (2) requires that all the large dams in navigable waters are inspected at least once every 10

years. There are approximately 930 state regulated large dams the state. Inspections of Wisconsin's dams
are the first step in the process to ensure public health and safety. Dam safety inspections serve to identify
dams with safety deficiencies and familiarize dam safety staff with the dams in their area of responsibility.

All high hazard dams in the state have current inspections. However, given their current responsibilities,
dam safety staff will not be able to maintain the statutory inspection rates for many of the other large dams
in the state without statutory changes or additional staff.

This proposal would change statutory language to base inspection frequency on the potential hazard posed
by each dam. It also places some of the inspection responsibility on the dam owner while setting the
inspection rate at a level that can be met with existing staff levels.

The proposed statutory language changes are as follows:

1. Establish Language That Identifies Minimum Mandatory Inspection Rates

o High Hazard Dams, where failure would cause probable loss of life, shall be inspected by the state
once every 10 years. Owners must have a Professional Engineer inspect their dam every 2 years
between state inspections and submit a report of findings and recommendations to the department.

o Significant Hazard Dam, where failure would cause significant property damage but loss of life is
not probable, shall be inspected by the state once every 10 years. Owners must have a
Professional Engineer inspect their dam every 3 years between state inspections and submit a
report of findings and recommendations to the department.

o Low Hazard Dams, where failure will have minimal potential for impact on life or property, must
have an owner initiated inspection by a Professional Engineer once every 10 years and submit a
report of findings and recommendations to the department.

2. Maodify Definition of Dams Included in the Mandatory Inspection Program — all large, state-
regulated dams should be included in this requirement, not just those “maintained in or across
navigable waters”. Dam failure consequences are the same no matter what type of watercourse is
impounded.

3. Modify Large Dam Criteria — Change Chapter 31.19(1)(b) to read, “It has a structural height of
more than 6 feet and impounds mere-than 50 acre—feet or more of water”. This small change will
bring the large dam criteria in line with the federal definition of a dam large enough to be a public
safety hazard.

These changes accomplish the following;

*  The dam safety program will be able to meet the proposed statutory-mandated inspection rate with
existing staff levels. Department staff will periodically inspect those dams with hazard potential. The
lighter inspection load will allow staff to spend more time working with owners on follow-up on
inspection directives, plan review, construction inspection and compliance monitoring.

* FEMA’s Model Dam Safety Program recommends inspection rates of annually for high hazard dams,
2-3 years for significant hazard dams and every 5 years for low hazard dams. While the proposed
language change will replicate the national model, it is a step in that direction and will significantly
increase inspection frequency of the dams that pose greatest public risk

»  Having the department responsible for the mandatory inspections of the large dams has had the effect
of making some owners feel less responsibility for their dams. Owners will be directly responsible for
part of inspection load which may ultimately lead to a greater awareness of the need to properly
maintain their dams. The dams will also be inspected more frequently so their condition may not
deteriorate as much between inspections and repairs can be initiated when the damage is still minor.

These new requirements will place a greater financial burden on dam owners. The department will also
need to do some up front work setting standards for the inspection process and preparing guidance for the
consultants that will be responsible for the owner-initiated inspections.
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Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau

J NATURAL RESOURCES

(@ne), INavieaBLE warers (S50 ¢ R{
Current law requires ¢t of Natur: (DNRJ to conduct
a detalled mspectmn of each™la a mtamed or operated in or across

more than 15 acre-feet of water or that 18 e han 6 feet high and impounds more
than 50-acre feet of water. This bill makes changes to the inspection requirements
for large dams depending on whether they are classified by DNR as a high hazard,

significant hazard, or low hazard dam.
Under this bill, ahigh hazard daé/is a large daxrg;he fa‘%}lre of Whlch@y d
probably cause loss of human life. ATsignificant hazard dam®is a large da
failure of whichg would probably cause ,significant property damage but would
probably got cause loss of human life. AJow hazard dantis a large dam{%he failure
of whichgwould probably not cause significant property damage or loss of human life.
R The bill requires DNR to inspect high hazard dams and significant hazard dams once
Q‘e’ﬁ-ﬁ'@year& It requires each owner of a large dam, regardless of the dam’s
classification, to engage a professional engineer to inspect the owner’s dam on a
regular basis. The bill requires an owner of a high hazard dam to have the dam
inspected once every(Z years, an owner of a significant hazard dam to have the dam
inspected once every(3 years, and the owner of a low hazard dam to have the dam
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inspected gce every\lOyears. The bill specifies that the owner must submit a report
of the to DNR.

Under current law, DNR’s inspection authority covers only those large dams
maintained or operated in or across navigable waters. This bill provides that the
inspection requirements imposed upon DNR and upon dam owners apply to all large
dams, not just those maintained or operated in or across navigable waters.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 31.19 (1) of the statutes is renumbered 31.19 (1m) and amended to
read:
31.19 (1m) DETERMINATION OF DAM SIZE. For the purposes of this section, a dam
is considered to be a large dam if either of the following applies:
(a) It has a structural height of 25 feet or more and impounds more than 15
(e}
acre-feet of water;-or .
d

(b) It has a structural height of more than 6 feet and impounds mere-than 50

acre-feet or more of water.

History: 1975 c¢. 349, 421 1983 a. 27, 1989 a. 31. j

SECTION 2. 31.19 (1g) of the statutes is created to read:

31.19 (1g) DEFINITIONS. In this section:

(a) “Hig?\azard dam” means a large damyithe failure of whicl‘@}véould probably
cause loss of human life.

(b) “Low hazard dam” means a large darx\g;,he failure of whichgx:fould probably
not cause significant property damage or loss of human life.

(¢) “Significant hazard dam” fmeans a large damﬁile failure of Whiclrg\;ould
probably cause significant property damage but would probably not cause loss of
human life.

SECTION 3. 31.19 (2) (title) of the statutes is amended to read:
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SECTION 3

1 31.19 (2) (title) DecENNIAL LARGE DAM INSPECTION
History: 1975c. 21,
" QECTION 4. 31 19 (2) (a) (title) of the statutes is repealed and recreated;eé
(EtwE T WMy,

2

3 %M@(WWInspection by the departme’;z‘agB'

4 SECTION 5. 31.19 (2) (a) othe statutes is amended to read:

5 eme * Excegt as provided under par. (b), at least once every
A Elain perisd peried >

6 10 years the department shall conduct a detailed inspection of each high hazard dam

7 ig and each significant

8 hazard dam.

History: 1975c¢. 349, 421; 1983 a. 27; 1989 a, 31.

9 SECTION 6. 31.19 (2) (ag) of the statutes is created to read:
10 31.19 (2) (ag) Owner responsibility. 1. The owner of each high hazard dam,
11 each significant hazard dam, and each low hazard dam shall engage a professional
12 engineer registered under s. 443.04‘{ to inspect the dam as specified in this
13 subdivfsion. A high hazard dam shall be inspected at least once every Zéyears. A
14 significant hazard dam shall be inspected at least once every 3 years. A low hazard
15 dam shall be inspected at least once every 10 years. The owner of a dam required

4o the department

16 to be inspected under this paragraph shall submit/a report of the results of the
17 inspection, including findings and recommendations{ to the departmen. 4
18 2. The department’s inspection of a dam under par. (a)Jsatisfies the owner’s
19 inspection obligation for a c01nc1d1?g 1nspect10n period.
20 SECTION 7. 31.19 (2) ;@? thj zgatutes is created to read:
21 31.19 (2) @ %angi ila,sszﬁcatzon The department shall determine whether a
22 dam is a high hazard, significant hazard, or low hazard dam for the purpose of this

23 @Bgctfon.

24 (END)
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DRAFTER’S NOTE LRB-0973/¢dn
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Andrew Miner:

I have prepared this draft as a preliminary draft because some issues are not resolved
in this version eflthe; ] PRSP dosns

The draft imposes different inspection requirements on{large dfmﬁmlemjgnd on DNRA
depending on whether a dam is a high, significant, or low hazard dam. I have included
a provision requiring DNR to classify each large dam so that an owner would know
which inspection requirement applies to his or her dam. But the draft does not provide
a method for this determination. Should the owner file a request for classification?
Should DNR classify all dams before the requirement for inspection takes effect? How
will DNR give notice to a dam owner of the dam’s classification? I think that'the draft
should address these issues. . m:!’.; .

Also, the draft requires DNR to inspect each high Wazard and &gmﬁcant{(gz ard dam

very (10)years and requires dam owners to inspect their dams every @or 3) years,

respectively. The draft provides that DNR’s {Q)year inspection satisfies the owner’s

inspection obligation for a period coinciding with the DNR inspection period. Ithink

Wt his provision requires more detail. What if DNR’s ear inspection falls in the

\} ¢~ middle of an owner %_ (@61 Byeay inspection cycle? How does the owner determine if

P )

o DNR’s inspection suffices for the period?

%@g\i As,(fec‘;u ted, the draft requires dam owners to prov1d report of each dam inspection
M Should the draft specify a deadline for providing the report? Also, the draft
requires the report to include “findings and recommendation I think Wthls
language is vague. What recommendations should be included? Recommendations for
improving safety, for example?

Finally, is this inspection requirement prospective? What if an owner of a significant

hazard dam had the dam inspected by DNR the year before this proposal takes effect?

ﬁg\*”’? that owner ava 4o have the dam inspected in(2)years (becaus%one year h#g
= elapsed by the time this proposal takes effect) or does the owner s &% inspection
eriod begin to run when this p;oposal takes effect? Similarly, if DNR me?@ected adam

years ago, DNR inspect the dam in)years or not until 10))years after
/" the proposal’s effective date? I think Mhe draft should also address this issue.

I would be happy to discuss these issues with you in more detail if you have any

questions. @

Robin N. Kite

Legislative Attorney

Phone: (608) 266-7291

E-mail: robin.kite@legis.wisconsin.gov
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December 4, 2008

Andrew Miner:

I have prepared this draft as a preliminary draft because some issues are not resolved
in this version.

The draft imposes different inspection requirements on owners of large dams and on
DNR, depending on whether a dam is a high, significant, or low hazard dam. I have
included a provision requiring DNR to classify each large dam so that an owner would
know which inspection requirement applies to his or her dam. But the draft does not
provide a method for this determination. Should the owner file a request for
classification? Should DNR classify all dams before the requirement for inspection
takes effect? How will DNR give notice to a dam owner of the dam’s classification? I
think the draft should address these issues.

Also, the draft requires DNR to inspect each high hazard and significant hazard dam
every ten years and requires dam owners to inspect their dams every two or three
years, respectively. The draft provides that DNR’s ten-year inspection satisfies the
owner’s inspection obligation for a period coinciding with the DNR inspection period.
I think this provision requires more detail. What if DNR’s ten-year inspection falls in
the middle of an owner’s two- or three-year inspection cycle? How does the owner
determine if DNR’s inspection suffices for the period?

As you requested, the draft requires dam owners to provide to DNR a report of each
dam inspection. Should the draft specify a deadline for providing the report? Also, the
draft requires the report to include “findings and recommendations.” I think this
language is vague. What recommendations should be included? Recommendations for
improving safety, for example?

Finally, is this inspection requirement prospective? What if an owner of a significant
hazard dam had the dam inspected by DNR the year before this proposal takes effect?
Must that owner have the dam inspected in two years (because one year will have
elapsed by the time this proposal takes effect) or does the owner’s three-year
inspection period begin to run when this proposal takes effect? Similarly, if DNR
inspected a dam five years ago, must DNR inspect the dam in five years or not until
ten years after the proposal’s effective date? I think the draft should also address this
issue.
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I would be happy to discuss these issues with you in more detail if you have any
questions.

Robin N. Kite

Legislative Attorney

Phone: (608) 266-7291

E-mail: robin.kite@legis.wisconsin.gov
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Kite, Robin

From: Miner, Andrew - DOA [Andrew.Miner@Wisconsin.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, December 17, 2008 1:51 PM

To: Kite, Robin

Subject: RE: LRB Draft: 09-0973/P1 Dam inspection requirements

Robin,
Please proceed with the changes to the language under item 4. Thanks,
Andrew

From: Kite, Robin [mailto:Robin.Kite@legis.wisconsin.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, December 17, 2008 10:27 AM

To: Miner, Andrew - DOA

Subject: RE: LRB Draft: 09-0973/P1 Dam inspection requirements

Andrew:
I will make the changes in items 5§ and 6. Also, the penaity under s. 31.23 (2) will apply to this draft unless you

would like a different penalty to apply. And as for the suggested wording in item 4, I think that this approach
would work. Let me know if you want me to proceed with the item 4 suggested language.

Robin

From: Miner, Andrew - DOA [mailto:Andrew.Miner@Wisconsin.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2008 11:51 AM

To: Kite, Robin

Subject: FW: LRB Draft: 09-0973/P1 Dam inspection requirements

Hi Robin,

Please see the email below from DNR with answers to your questions in the note to the dam inspection draft.
Please make the changes outlined in #5 and #6. Also, is the assumption on their final question about a penalty of
these provisions — that it would be covered under 31.23 (2) - correct?

The suggested wording change in #4 is more significant and | probably won’t know what to tell you on that one
for a few days. Do you have any thoughts about their proposal?

Please let me know if you have any more questions or concerns. Thanks,

Andrew

From: Neumann, Paul F - DNR

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2008 11:19 AM

To: Miner, Andrew - DOA

Cc: Polasek Jr, Joseph P - DNR

Subject: FW: LRB Draft: 09-0973/P1 Dam inspection requirements

Andrew,
Responses to the LRB drafting questions are in red font below.

Thanks,
Paul

12/17/2008
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From: Neumann, Paul F - DNR

Sent; Thursday, December 11, 2008 11:13 AM

To: Galloway, Meg M - DNR

Subject: RE: LRB Draft: 09-0973/P1 Dam inspection requirements

Meg,

Can you review and edit this Q&A format that | have put together as response to the drafting attorney's
questions?

1. Shouid the owner file a request for classification?

Most owners should know their classification if we have inspected their dam in than past. | think we will
need to notify all affected owners of this inspection requirement when it takes affect. At that time we

will remind them of the hazard rating for the dam and if there is anything they could do that would alter that
assignment. ‘

2. Should DNR classify all dams before the requirement for inspection takes effect?

The process for assigning a hazard rating to a dam is {abor intensive and expensive. In lieu of assigning a
formal hazard rating, the Department would make sure that all large, state-regulated dams would have
either an assigned or estimated hazard rating.

3. How will DNR give notice to a dam owner of the dam’s classification?
The Department will need to send out a letter to all dam owners.

4. What if DNR'’s ten—year inspection falls in the middle of an owner’s two— or three~year inspection cycle?
How does the owner determine if DNR’s inspection suffices for the period?

The 10-year inspection cycle for each dam would begin with the first state inspection following the effective
date of this language. Therefore, each dam would essentially have its own 10-year inspection cycle.
Would it be easier to rework the language so that owners of high hazard dams would be required to have
the dam inspected a minimum of 4 times between state inspections, that owners of significant hazard dams
would be required to have the dam inspected a minimum of 2 times between state inspections, and that
owners of low hazard dams would be required to have the dam inspected once every 10 years? Our
thought is that this substitute language would be especially helpful for spacing out the significant hazard
inspection cycle since the way the draft is worded, the owner would be required to have the dam inspected
9 years after a state inspection followed by a state-led inspection the year after.

5. As you requested, the draft requires dam owners to provide to DNR a report of each dam mspectton
Should the draft specify a deadline for providing the report?

We wouid like the report to be submitted to DNR within 3 months of the inspection day.

6. Also, the draft requires the report to include “findings and recommendations.” | think this language is
vague. What recommendations should be included? Recommendations for improving safety, for example?

The report should at a minimum include information on the deficiencies of the dam as well as
recommendations for addressing those deficiencies and thus improving the safety and structural integrity of
the dam. The program would provide guidance to owners and their consultants about the inspection and
reporting requirement.

7. Finally, is this inspection requirement prospective? What if an owner of a significant hazard dam had the
dam inspected by DNR the year before this proposal takes effect? Must that owner have the dam

12/17/2008
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inspected in two years (because one year will have elapsed by the time this proposal takes effect) or does
the owner's three—year inspection period begin to run when this proposal takes effect? Similarly, if DNR
inspected a dam five years ago, must DNR inspect the dam in five years or not until ten years after the
proposal’s effective date? | think the draft should also address this issue.

See response to question #4.  Also, some owners may start in the middle of a 10 year cycle because we
may have recently inspected the dam. We would go through all of the inspections and try to set

up inspection cycles that balances workioad for our inspection staff. We would then notify the owner of
their required inspection dates in the letter that introduces that requirement.

On a related topic, we notice that the draft does not include a penalty provision for dam owners that do not
comply with the inspection requirements. Would the penalty be included in s. 31.23 (2)?

12/17/2008
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Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
NATURAL RESOURCES

NAVIGABLE WATERS
\ Current law requires DNR to conduct a detailed inspection of each large dam
that is maintained or operated in or across navigable waters. A large dam is one that
\ is at least 25 feet high and impounds more than 15 acre-feet of water or that is more
than 6 feet high and impounds more than 50-acre feet of water. This bill makes
\\ changes to the inspection requirements for large dams depending on whether they

~~.__ are classified by DNR as a high hazard, significant hazard, or low hazard dam.

mm “high hazard dam” is a large dam the failure of which would
probably cause loss of human life. A “significant hazard dam” is a large dam the
failure of which would probably cause significant property damage but would
probably not cause loss of human life. A “low hazard dam” is a large dam the failure
fﬁ@e &s& of which would probably not cause significant property damage or loss of human life.
The bill requires DNR to inspect high hazard dams and significant hazard dams once
every ten years. requires Mr of a large dam, regardless of the dam’s
ge a professional engineer to inspect the owner’s dam on a

class1ﬁcat10n to enga

i freqmres an Wner ()”f’” a hlgh ‘hazard da:“rﬁ t“owhave thec am,
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Under current law, DNR’s inspection authority covers only those large dams
maintained or operated in or across navigable waters. This bill provides that the
inspection requirements imposed upon DNR and upon dam owners apply to all large
dams, not just those maintained or operated in or across navigable waters.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SeEcTION 1. 31.19 (1) of the statutes is renumbered 31.19 (1m) and amended to
read:
31.19 (1m) DETERMINATION OF DAM SIZE. For the purposes of this section, a dam

is considered to be a large dam if either of the following applies:

(a) It has a structural height of 25 feet or more and impounds more than 15

acre-feet of watersor,
(b) It has a structural height of more than 6 feet and impounds mere-than 50

acre-feet or more of water.

SEcTION 2. 31.19 (1g) of the statutes is created to read:

31.19 (1g) DEFINITIONS. In this section:

(a) “High hazard dam” means a large dam the failure of which would probably
cause loss of human life.

(b) “Low hazard dam” means a large dam the failure of which would probably
not cause significant property damage or loss of human life.

(c) “Significant hazard dam” means a large dam the failure of which would
probably cause significant property damage but would probably not cause loss of
human life.

SECTION 3. 31.19 (2) (title) of the statutes is amended to read:

31.19 (2) (title) DEcExpiAL LARGE DAM INSPECTION.

SECTION 4. 31.19 (2) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:
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SECTION 4
1 31.19 (2) (a) Reguirement Inspection by the department. Except as provided

under par. (b), at least once every 10 years the department shall conduct a detailed

inspection of each high hazard dam whiech-is-maintained-or-operated-inor-across

2

3

4 navigable-waters and each significant hazard dam.

5 SECTION 5. 31.19 (2) (ag) of the statutes is created to read:

, Ow
@ 31.19 (2) (ag) Owner responsibility. 1. (E‘\he;}ag%p of each high hazard dam,
7 each significant hazard dam, and each low hazard dam shall engage a professional &
'M\\ 4 &xg
1) engineer registered under s. 443.04 to inspect the dam as specified in this ‘

4

s et

- L o
g e TG it i s

isiony A high hazard dam shall be 1nspected at\i‘s‘j’ once every 2 years. A

gmgfa e
10 g significant hazard dam shall be inspected at least once every 3 years A low hazard P

S

11 w{m shall be mspected a£ 19%112259&3’?

12 [

13 results of the 1nspe(:1:10ngfAgax:ﬁi;ifrr@/ﬁﬂ{;Iﬂ%;?Efmww wméndaﬂ“ﬁn /(/'\“*MM‘“M
14 55 h ”’zmmf[‘,,lle departments 1nspect1 5fa dam under par. (a) saﬁs?féwé%fﬁ“é&%g%“é??\é

ficiding inspection period.

15 /| lins ectlon obh atlon fo
f o (1BsPeeto &

16 SECTION 6. 31.19 (2) (ar) of the statutes is created to read: //
s
17 31.19 (2) (ar) Dam classification. The department shall { termine wheth

in e stude as 7
18 dam%é high hazard, significant hazard, or low hazard dam for the purpose of this

19 (  section. - M

o T
00 N END)
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2. An owner of a high hazard dam shall cause the dam to be inspected at least
4 times between each inspection conducted by the department under par. (a). An
owner of a significant hazard dam shall cause the dam to be inspected at least 2 times
between each inspection conducted by the department under par. (a). An owner of

a low hazard dam shall cause the dam to be inspected at least once every 10 years.
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Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
" NATURAL RESOURCES

NAVIGABLE WATERS

Current law requires DNR to conduct a detailed inspection of each large dam
that is maintained or operated in or across navigable waters. Alarge dam is one that
is at least 25 feet high and impounds more than 15 acre-feet of water or that is more
than 6 feet high and impounds more than 50-acre feet of water. This bill makes
changes to the inspection requirements for large dams depending on whether they
are classified by DNR as a high hazard, significant hazard, or low hazard dam.

Under this bill, DNR must classify each dam in this state as a high hazard,
significant hazard, or low hazard dam. The bill provides that a “high hazard dam”
is a large dam the failure of which would probably cause loss of human life. A
“significant hazard dam” is a large dam the failure of which would probably cause
significant property damage but would probably not cause loss of human life. A “low
hazard dam” is a large dam the failure of which would probably not cause significant
property damage or loss of human life. The bill requires DNR to inspect high hazard
dams and significant hazard dams once every ten years. The bill also requires each
owner of a large dam, regardless of the dam’s classification, to engage a professional
engineer to inspect the owner’s dam on a regular basis. The frequency of the required
inspection is based upon the dam’s hazard classification. The bill specifies that the
owner must submit a report of the inspection to DNR.
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Under current law, DNR’s inspection authority covers only those large dams
maintained or operated in or across navigable waters. This bill provides that the
inspection requirements imposed upon DNR and upon dam owners apply to all large
dams, not just those maintained or operated in or across navigable waters.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SEcTION 1. 31.19 (1) of the statutes is renumbered 31.19 (1m) and amended to
read:
31.19 (1m) DETERMINATION OF DAM SIZE. For the purposes of this section, a dam

is considered to be a large dam if either of the following applies:

(a) It has a structural height of 25 feet or more and impounds more than 15

acre-feet of water;-or,
(b) It has a structural height of more than 6 feet and impounds mere-than 50

acre-feet or more of water.

SECTION 2. 31.19 (1g) of the statutes is created to read:

31.19 (1g) DEFINITIONS. In this section:

(a) “High hazard dam” means a large dam the failure of which would probably
cause loss of human life.

(b) “Low hazard dam” means a large dam the failure of which would probably
not cause significant property damage or loss of human life.

(c) “Significant hazard dam” means a large dam the failure of which would
probably cause significant property damage but would probably not cause loss of
human life.

SEcCTION 3. 31.19 (2) (title) of the statutes is amended to read:

31.19 (2) (title) DrcEMzAL LARGE DAM INSPECTION.

SECTION 4. 31.19 (2) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:
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SECTION 4

31.19 (2) (a) Requirement Inspection by the department. Except as provided
under par. (b), at least once every 10 years the department shall conduct a detailed

inspection of each high hazard dam which-is-maintained-or-operated-in-or-across
navigable-waters and each significant hazard dam.

N i1

of the statutes is created to read:

SECTION 5. 31.19 (2) (ag

31.19 (2) (ag) Owner responsibility. 1. Owners of each high hazard dam, each
significant hazard dam, and each low hazard dam shall engage a professional
engineer registered under s. 443.04 to inspect the dam as specified in this paragraph.

2. An owner of a high hazard dam shall cause the dam to be inspected at least
4 times between each inspection conducted by the department under par. (a). An
owner of a significant hazard dam shall cause the dam to be inspected at least 2 times
between each inspection conducted by the department under par. (a). An owner of
a low hazard dam shall cause the dam to be inspected at least once every 10 years.

3. The owner of a dam required to be inspected under this paragraph shall
submit to the department, no later than 90 days after the date of the inspection, a
report of the results of the inspection. The report shall include information on any
deficiencies in the dam, recommendations for addressing those deficiencies, and
recommendations on improving the safety and structural integrity of the dam.

SECTION 6. 31.19 (2) (ar) of the statutes is created to read:

31.19 (2) (ar) Dam classification. The department shall classify each dam in
this state as a high hazard, significant hazard, or low hazard dam for the purpose of
this section. |

(END)



